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Herbert Spencer' s Evolutionstheorie. I. D. Von George S. Painter. 

Jena, Druck von Bernhard Vopelius, 1896. — pp. 56. 

This thesis is an interesting study on the question of Mechanism versus 
Teleology. The author selects Spencer's system for consideration because 
the theory of evolution has given new life to the mechanical conception, 
and Spencer's philosophy is the one complete system built up on the evolu- 
tionary standpoint. He gives a clear and concise statement of Spencer's 
views, and, in the criticism which follows, brings out the inconsistencies of 
Spencer's own position, as well as the difficulties inherent in the evolu- 
tionary hypothesis when it is put forward as an ultimate theory of the uni- 
verse. His main point seems to be that the purely homogeneous as such 
is ' ' logically and physically " in a state of equilibrium, and could never 
originate any process whatever. Hence the evolutionist, however far back 
he may go, must assume a certain definite organization of parts, and also 
general laws, and thereby must presuppose certain things which mere 
mechanism cannot explain. Mechanism, in short, works within a definite 
order which can only be explained teleologically ; it is the servant of intel- 
ligence and teleologically conditioned throughout. 

David Irons. 

1st Verneinung des Willens moglich f Von Dr. Phil. Friedrich Wag- 
ner. Stuttgart, Fr. Frommann's Verlag, 1897. — pp. 32. 
The author informs us that this study is not to be taken as primarily a 
critique of Schopenhauer, but rather as a psychological analysis of ascetic 
ideals of life. But since he considers that his object can be best obtained 
by treating the ascetic ideal as a form of the negation of the will to live, as 
Schopenhauer understood the term, his investigation practically resolves 
itself into an attack upon the Frankfort philosopher's psychology of volition. 
The solution of the problem proposed in the title is given with the identifi- 
cation of the will with interests. This step once taken, it is easy to show 
that neither iri altruistic action, nor in philosophical meditation, nor in 
asceticism, is the will for an instant negated. The author does not attempt 
an advance upon current analyses of the will. What he brings, therefore, 
is merely the proof of a proposition which we in America at least had long 
ago agreed might be taken for granted. 

Frank Chapman Sharp. 

Grundprobleme der Naturwissenschaft. Briefe eines unmodernen Natur- 
forschers. Von Dr. Adolf Wagner. Berlin, Gebruder Boentraeger, 
1897.— pp. vi, 255. 

Recent efforts to work out a theory of knowledge by psychological an- 
alysis conditioned by materialistic metaphysics have been far from satisfac- 
tory. Yet there seems to be a vague belief that epistemology must concili- 
ate ' naturalism ' by incorporating its fundamental theses. The vanity of 
any such attempt is seen, not only in its incoherent results, but in reflecting 



